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Request for Extension of time to File Reply Brief 
37 C.F.R. §1-136 (b) 



Request is made for a one (1) month extension of time 
to file the reply brief until November 17, 1598. 

This is a first request for extension. The Examiner's 
Answer. has a date mailed from the Office of August 17, 1998, 

Tjie reason for the request is medical. Applicant's 
patent : counsel has a medical condition that inter alia in 
the past two months was an increase in the severity of 
03/09/1999 CTH0RAS2 0o8%^^^ffi^ 1< 9A56iSeqxii3ring physical therapy, and prescription 
01 FC:215 H.JfcGf and acquisition of a powered wheel chair. This 

interfered with the completion of the brief. Additionally 
one of ; the inventors was hospitalized with complications 
from by-pass heart surgery, and this reduced his input to 
the brief . 
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It is respectfully submitted that this is sufficient 
cause for granting the one month extension. 

The fee for the one month extension is $55 and should 
please >e charged to deposit account 16-2128. If any 
additional fee ia due then please charge Deposit Account 16- 
2128; 

The additional time requested would be used to polish 
the brief, and to include perhaps a restatement of the 
features in the claims which have been perhaps overlooked 
during ; examination, and to better focus the issues. 

; In the event this request is not granted then please; 
enter the attached reply brief. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Roland Plottel 
PTO 20,707 

212 489-7073 
Roland; Plottel 

Rockefeller Center Station P.O. 

P.O. Box 293 

New York, NY 1018S 



TO . 917033084242 P. 03 



*pt>ttt.TJur rfr b ott - v ™trf 

: -This is in reply » the Examiner's Answer of ^ 17, 
19981. 

\- ' 

I . The Bxaminer h*s Hit the noil on the Head in 
stating; 

-it aroears thajar- the difference between Appellants' 
position in thia dispute axxd B**t«iu*r' s position 1. 
'! one of olaim interpretation." (Page 3. line. 5-6 of 
BjcAtciiaer's Anewer.) 



